1 See the reports on the public speeches of Lord Kerr of the u.k. Supreme Court, Lord Kerr, the Relationship between echr and Domestic Courts, available at http://humanrights.ie/ constitution-of-ireland/lord-kerr-on-the-relationship-between-ecthr-and-domestic-courts/, calling for a dialogue to avoid conflict. See the statement of Lord Judge, the lcj of England and Wales, before the u.k. House of Lords Constitution Committee, http://jurist.org/paper chase/2011/10/uk-top-judge-national-courts-not-bound-by-europe-rights-court. I do so with very considerable regret, because I think that the decision of the ECtHR was wrong and that it may well destroy the system of control orders which is a significant part of this country's defences against terrorism. Nevertheless, I think that your Lordships have no choice but to submit. It is true that Section 2(1)(a) of the Human Rights Act 1998 requires us only to "take into account" decisions of the ECtHR. As a matter of our domestic law, we could take the decision in A v United Kingdom into account but nevertheless prefer our own view. But the United Kingdom is bound by the Convention, as a matter of international law, to accept the decisions of the ECtHR on its interpretation. To reject such a decision would almost certainly put this country in breach of the international obligation which it accepted when it acceded to the Convention. I can see no advantage in your Lordships doing so. 
